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consisting of a hundred hides of land, or apportioned to a
hundred families : the great objection to which theory is the
impossibility of reconciling the historical hundreds with any
such computation. Another theory regards the use of the
term as much more modern, and as arising from the police
arrangement exemplified in the following document, and in
two much earlier ones of Childebert and Clothaire, of the
year 595, which exist among the Capitularies of the Frank
kings. Upon this theory the ' hundred ' was originally the
association of a hundred persons for the conservation of peace
and execution of law, parallel with the later institution of the
tithing or association of ten freemen for a similar purpose. In
process of time, the name of ' hundred' would naturally
extend to the territory protected by this association, as the
tithing itself became, in later times and in certain districts,
a local division. This theory is more probable than the former,
but requires to be adjusted in point of date and locality. We
are not to regard the ordinances of Childebert and Clothaire,
or this of Edgar, as the institution of an entirely new organiza-
tion, and as creating the district as well as the police system
from which it took its name. It would be as difficult to prove
any historical connexion between the decrees of 595 and the
ordinance of Edgar, as it would to trace either directly to the
' conteni ' of the Germania. But it is extremely probable
that both legislators utilized an existing machinery which was
originally and closely allied to the centeni of Tacitus. There
are thus three points : the existence of the subdivision of the
shire, which is unquestionable ;* the existence of the machinery
of the hundred for police purposes, which emerges in these
ordinances, but which may fairly be presumed to be .traceable
to the analogy of the primitive usage, and which may have been
customary for ages, during which there is no direct record of

1 This assertion is too confident. We have evidence in Kent for the
early existence of a division (regio) smaller than the shire. But these
I'ugiones cannot be identified with the Kentish hundreds of a later time.
Sec Mr. Chadwick's paper in Trans. Royal Hist. Soc., xiv. p. 187 (1900).